Branch II.]                     MALEBRANCHE.                            223
How little suspected or intended was this result by Male-branche himself is curiously illustrated by a passage in his Dialogues, in which he -attacks, not without vehemence, a recent doctrine which identified the universe and God. One of the interlocutors had shown some interest in this doctrine, without eliciting reply, dropping, for instance, the remark: ' From what you say, I can well understand that that impious man of our time who made the universe his God, had no God; he was a genuine atheist1.' The same speaker, determined apparently to elicit from his teacher some judgment on this opinion, afterwards affects to adopt it, and says : * We are a part of the Divinity ; the infinitely perfect Being is the universe; it is the aggregate of all that is.' 1 This again!' says his teacher. t Do not suppose, Theodore, that I am impious and senseless enough to give in to these dreams; but I am delighted to learn from you how to refute them. For I have heard say, that there are minds corrupt enough to be fascinated with them.' Theodore : c I do not know, Aristes, whether we can quite depend on what is now said of certain people; and whether even the ancient philosopher who conceived the opinion which you adduce ever believed it. For, though there are few extravagances too great for mankind, I would willingly believe that the authors of such chimeras have scarcely put faith in them. For, after all, the author who has revived this impiety agrees that God is the infinitely Perfect Being. This being so, how could he have believed that all created beings are but part or modifications of the Divinity ? Is it a perfection to be unjust in one's parts, unhappy in one's modifications, ignorant, senseless, impious ? There are more sinners than honest men, more- idolaters than faithful: what disorder, what conflict, between the Divinity and its parts ! what a monstrous, frightful, absurd chimera! A God necessarily hated, blasphemed, set at nought, or at all events ignored by the greater part of Himself; for how few think of ackn9w-ledging such a Divinity! A God who is necessarily either 1 Entretiens, VIII. p. 289.